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' RE. CABLE FRANCHISE LEGISLATION 

Dear Commissioner Capps, 

- I 
abilltv to Drotecr oqr residents and lo ensure fair cornp etltion in cable. 

We want fair competition end for  like servlces to be troated alike. Telephone companles 
should not bs a b w e d  to enter the cable market wlthout comparable obligations to those of !he 
incumbent cable providers. These obligations have resulted in public programming which has 
Seen a benefit i o  all. 

Preserve Local Authority and Leave No Constituent Behind. Local rights-of-way 
management authority is needed to ensure public safety and efficient use of the rights-of-way. 
Local oversiph! In, cable has resulted lri ALL citizens, regardless of economlc status, being 
served. Telephone companies are pronroling statutoij, changes that would allow them to cherry- 
pick rich consmers while redimng oilier neighborhoods. b s s n t  local oversight, a Texas or New 
Ygrk b a w l  company woiild determine w i i c  is importarit and who Isn't This could result iri such 
eooncmic uncsnainty in the cabla indiistry thst some reEidenis might wind up witttocil any 
pmvidor a l  311. le: alone cornpelition 

Tho current systsrn works and i t  works well. Here's why. 

to reaUe6t vour IeadershiD In oooosina anv leaislation that undermines local aovernment'E 

Cable franchises provldr lor public, educationa! and gowernmental access TV, which 
provides impanant information to residents inciuding school news, public safety 

' lnfsrmation, participation in clty council rneetlrigs and MGTV (Michigan Godernmen! m). 
Czble franctiises support public infrastructure. 
Canle franchises provide cities and townships with just compensation for use Of pbblic 
rights-of-way. Michigan alone could lose $100 million in direct revenu% to lotal 
governments. The revenues are sprint on right-oi-ways. local public acces5 'channels. 
public education, and public safety. Wlth local Aovernments struggling to make ends 
meet. any revenue cut would be painiul. 
Cable franchises enable cusbmsi-s to quickly end complately resolve Sewic5 issues at 
the Ioc31 ievel, instead of Erekirig relief from new Federal or Statewide agenci3s. 
Local government is no: an impediment to new cable entrants. Cltias and townships 
promptly grant additional franchlse3. Ewlstlng fronchist agreements can be very quickly 
amended to simply add any qualiiied newcomer. Tne fact Is; however, the Telcos have 
riot bs!hered 10 ssk, 

. 
* 

y 

I urge you to opposs legislation that takas away any local government cable franchlslmy, 
fnnchiae fees end local suthwity. 
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Commissioner Mlchael Copps 
FCC 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 
Fax 866-4 18-0232 

RE. CABLE FRANCHISE LEGlSLATlON 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

f 
i ,  

We want fair competition and for like servlces to be treated alike Telephone campanles 
should not be allowed to enter the cable market without comparable obligatlons to thoso of the 
incumbent cable providers These obligations have resulied in publlc programming whlch has 
been a benefit to ail. 

Preserve Locai Authority and Leave NQ Constituent Behind. Local rights-of-way 
management authority IS needed to ensure public safety and efiicienl use of the rights-of-way. 
Local oversight in cable has resulted in ALL citizens, regardless of economic status, being 
served, Telephone companies are proinoting statufoql changes that would allow them to cherry- 
pick rich consumerc while redlinlng other neighbornoods. Absent loc31 OVerSlght, a leuas or New 
York based company would daiertvlins who is Important and who isri't. This could result iri such 
econoniic uncertainly In the cable industry that sorne rosidents might wind up wiltroul any 
provide!' at a//, let alone cortiwlilion. 

The current system works and i t  works woll. Here's why 
9 Cab13 franchises provide for p u n k  educationa1,and governmental Bccess TV, which 

provides important information to residents including school news, public safdy 
infwmation, participation in city council meetings and M G W  (Mchigan Government N). 
Cable irancliises support DUbliC infrasrfucture. 
Cable franchise; provide cities and townships with just comp$nsation lor use or aubiic 
rlyhts-of-way. Michigan alone could lose $100 nilillon In direct revenues to Iosal 
governments. The revenues are spent on right-of-way$, local public eccess chaiineis, 
public education, and public safsty. With locai governmenis struggllng to make ends 
meet, any revenue cut would be painful. 
Cable franchises enable customers to quickly and completely resolve service issues ai 
the locai level, instead of seeking relief from new Federal or Statewide agencies. 
Losal government is  of an impediment to new cable entrants. Cities and townships 
prompily grant additional fraflchises. Existing franchise agreements can be very qtrlckly 
amended to simply acld any quallfied newcomer. The f a d  is. however, the Telcos have 
not bothered to ask, 

- 

- 

I urge you to oppose leglslation that take6 away any local government cable franchiaing. 
franchise fees and local fluthorky. 

Fprmh@W h4I 48336-3959 
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January 2006 

Chalrmen Ksv!n Martin 
FCC 
445 12th Street sw 
Washington, DC 20554 
Fax 865-418-0232 

RE: CABLE FRANCHISE LEGISLATION 

Dear Chairman Martin, 

We want talr competition and for like services to be treated ellke. Telephone companies 
should not be allowed to entor !he cable market witbout comparable obligations to those of IhQ 
incurnbcnt cable providers. These obllgationk have resulted in public progiarnrning which has 
been a benefit to all. 

PreSaWe Local Autharity and Leave No fonsfi luent Bshind, Locai rlQhtS-Of-wDy 
mmaYmei i t  alithorlty Is needed to ensure public safety and efficient use of the rignts-of-wy. 
Local oversight in cable has resulted in ALL citizens, regardless of economi: status, belng 
served. Telephone companies am promoting starutory changes tha: would allow them to chorry- 
pick rich consumars while radlining other noignborhoods. Absent local oversight, a Texas o r  N e w  
Yorlc basod coinpany wovld determine who is. important and who Isn'L. This could r4sLiIT in s u c h  
economic uncertainty ll: the cable, indmtry that some. TflSidBnlS mqht Wlrir l  up without any 
proiildsr al  e / / ,  Ifit done competition. 

The current system worus and it works well, Here's why: 
* 

' - - 
Cable fran-hises provide for public, educational and goverrimenlal access M ,  which 
provldes imponont information to residents including school news, public safety 
inforrnaticn, participation in city council meetings and MGTV (Michigan Government TV) 
Cable fraiich'ises support pubk  infrastructure. 
Cable franchises provide cities and townships with Just conpensa!ion for use of public 
rights-of-way. Michigan alone could lose. $I@@ million in direct revenues to local 
governments. The revenues are spent on right-of-ways, Iocsl pgbllc ~ C C R S S  channels. 
public education, and public szfety. With local governments struggling to make cids 
meot, any revenue cut would b6 palnful. 
Cable franchises enable customers to qulckly and completely resolve senlice issues at 
the local level, instead of seeking relief from new Federal or Statewide agencies. 
Local government is not an impediment to new igble entrants. Cltier, and townships 
promptly grant addltlonal francnises. Existing franchise agreements can be very qtiickly 
amended to sllnply add any qualified nswcomer. The fact Is, however. the TGICOS h a v e  
not bothered to as;<. 

* 

I urge you tc oppose IegisiaUon that takes away any local government cable i renzhis ing, 
franchise few anb local authority. 



ORIGINAL RE. CABLE FRANCHISE LSGISLATION 

Dear Chairman Martln 

I wrtie to reauest Vo-rshiD In opposlnq anv leqtsiatlon that undermlnes local Qovernme& 
sbilitv to protect our residents end to ensure fplr competition in cgble 

We want fair competltion and for like 8QWiCBS to be treated alike. Telephone companies 
should no: be allowed to enter the cable market without compaiebie obllgations to those of the 
incumbent cable providers. These obligations liave resultsd in public pr0g:amniing which hns 
bgen a beneiit to all. 

Preservo Local Authorlty and Loave No Sonstltuont Behind. Local rlghts-of-way 
management authority is needed IO erisure publlr. safeiy and efficient use of the rights-of-way. 
Local oversight in cabie has rosulled in ALL citizens, regardless of economlc stetus. being 
sewed Telephone companies are promolinB statutory changes that would allow them to cherry- 
pick rich mnsurners while redlining other neighborho"ds, Absent local oversi{lht. a Texas or New 
York Wwad company would dftermlno who is important and who isn'r. This could result in sucli 
e to ion ic  uncertainty in h e  cable lndusti'y that some residents inighr wind up willroof any 
pmvidei,nt ail, let' a lom competirion. 

The currcnt system works and it works well. Here's wby: 
' Cable franchises provide for public, educatlonal Dnd governmental access TV, which 

provides important information to residents including scnool news, publir. safety 
information, participation in city oountil meelinas and MGTV lMichloan Government TVI 

Y 

Cable franchises support public infrastructure. 
Cable franchises provide cities and townshlps wlth just compensation lor use of public 
rights-of-way, Michigan alone could lose $1 00 million in direct reverues to local 
governments. The revenues are spent on right-of-ways, ioclai publlc access channels, 
public education, and public safety. With local governments struggling to maKe ends 
meet, any revenue cut would be painful. 
Cable franchises enable customers to quickly and completoly resolve servke issues at 
the local level, instead of sfeking relief from new Federal or Statewide agencies. 
Locai government is not an impediment to new cabk entrants. Cities and townships 
promptly grant additional iranchises. Existing franchise agreements can be very quickly 
amended to simply add any quaiifled nwcomer. The fact is. Iiowever, the Telcos have 
riot hothered to ask, 

", 

I urge you to oppose leglslation that takes away any local government cable franchlsing, 
franChlSQ fees End local euthority. 



EX PARTE OR LATE FILED 
January 2006 

Commissioner Deborah Taylor Tat3 

445 12th Stre-t SVV 
Washington, DC 20554 
Fax 865-418-0232 

FCC 

RE, CABLE FRANCHISE LEGISLATION 

Dear Commissioner Taylor Tate, 

I write to request vour leadership in opposing any leqlslatlon thpt undormines local qovernment'6 
ability to prglect our residents and to e n s a f a l r  cornRelition in cable. 

We want fair competltion and for llke servlces to be frcatad allka. Telephone companies 
should not be allowed to enter the cable market without comparable obllgatlans to those of [tie 
incumbent :able providers. These obliyations have resulted in public programming whlch has 
been a benefit to all. 

Preserve Local Authorlty and Leave No Constltuenl Bahlnd. Local rights-of-way 
mamgoment authority is needed to ensure public safety and efficisnt use of ths rlghta-of-way. 
Loca! oversight in cable has resulted in ALL clilzsns, regardless of economic status, belng 
served. Telephone companies are promoting statutory changes that would allow them to clierry- 
pick rich consumers while redlinlriy oklier neiyhborhoods, Absent local oversiph!. a Texas or New ' 

York basad company wulild deternlirie who is imporlant ami wtici isri ' t. This could I-esult !I? s u c h  
Economic uncertainty In the mule industi-y that soma iosld?nts m l ~ h i  wind LIP withoul any 
provider 8f ull, I& alone competition. 

The cur rm? system works and It works well. tlere's why: . Cable franchises provide foi- public, educational arid governmental acr:ess n/, which 
provides Importan; lfiformatlon to residents inc!uding 6ChUG! news, publlc safety 
information. parilclpation in city council me-rings and MGTV (Micniyan Government TVI. 
Cable franchises support public infrastructure. 
Cable franchises pro\*ide cities and townships with Just con'lpsnsation for use Of  publlc 
rights-sf-way IMictiigan alorie could lose $100 rnillisn in direct rsvenues t0 iocal 
governments. The revenues are spent on rlghl-of-ways, local public access channels. 
public education, and public safety. Wilti local governments struggling to make ends 
meet, any revenue cut would be painful. 
Cable franchises enable customers to quickly and completely resolve service issues at 
the lose1 level, instead of seekiny relief from new Federal or Statewide agencies, 
Lorat govsrnmeni IS not an impediment to new cable entrants. Cities and towns!lips 
promptly grant additional franchises. ,Existing f:anchlse agreements can be very quickly 
amended to slmply add any quaiiflad newcomer. The fQCt is, howevei, the Telcos hoVD 
not bothsred to ask. 

0 . 

fi 

. 

I urge you to oppose ieglalatlon that takes away any iocal government caole !ranchising, 
franchise fees and local authority. 



January 2006 

Commissioner Deborah Taylor Tate 
FCC 
445 :2:h Street SW 
Washington. DC 20554 
Fax 866-418-0232 

RE: CABLE FRANCHISE LEGISLATION OR&/ 
..".- 

Dear Commissioner Taylor Tate, 

I write to request your Is&er$t$p in oppos&g, anv leaislation that undermines local qovernmsntk 
ebilitv to orotect our residents and to ensure fair ComDetitipn in ceble 

We want fair cornpetitlon and for llke services to be treated alike. Telephone companies 
should not be allowed to enter the cable market wlthout comparable obligations to those of ttie 
incumbent cable providers, These obllgations have resulted in public programming which has 
been a beneflt to all. 

Preserve Local Authortty and Loave No Conatituent Bohind. Local rights-of-way 
management authority is needed to ensure public safety and e'ficient use of the rights-of-way. 
Local oversight in cable has resulted In ALL cltizens, regardless of economic status, belng 
served. Telephone companies are promoling statutory changes that would allow them to cherry- 
pick rich uonstiiners wnilr redlininy other nelghborhoods. Absent local oversight, a Texas or New 
YOrk basad company woulci determine wiio 1s important and who isn't This couid lesult 111 stictl 
economic uncertainty In the cable Industry that Sorne residents tnlght vmd up witho~ll any 
arovider at a//, iet alone conwetitton. 

The current syslem works and It works well. Here's why: - Catle franchises provide for public, educational and governmental access TV, which 
provides irnpottant informatIan to residents including school news, public safety 
inforrriation, participation in city council meetings and MGTV (Michigan Governtnent TV) 

Cable franchises provlde clties and townships with just compensatiort for use of public 
rights-of-way. Michigan alone couid lose $100 million in direct revenues to local 
governments, The revenues are spant on right-of-ways, local public access channels, 
public education, and public safely, With local govrrnrnenls struggling to make ends 
meet, any revenue cut would be painful. 
Cable franchises enable customers to quickly and completely resolve service issues at 
the local level, Instead of seeking relief from new Federal or Statewide agencies. 
Local government is not an impediment to new cable entrants. Cities and townships 
pronptly grant additional franchises. Existing franchise agreements can be very quickly 
amended to simply add any qualified newcomer. The fact is, however, the Teicos have 
not bothered to ask. 

- ' Cable franchises support public infrastructure. 

8 

i urge you to oppose legislation that takes away any local government cable franchising, 
franchise fees and local authorlty. 

Zd Wtl6Z:ii 9002 PT 'qaj 



Commissioner Jor athan Adelstein 

445 12th Street SW 
Wasnington, DC 20554 
Fex 866-418-0232 

FCC r 

RE: CABLE FRANCHISE LESLSLATION 

Dear Cornmlssloner Adelstein. 

I write to reguest vour leadprshin in omosina anv leqis1,ation that undermlne&ocal aovernrn& 
ability to protact our residents and to ensure fair competition in cable. 

We want fair compebltion and for like servlces to  be treated alike. Telephone companies 
should not be allowed tu enter the cable market without comparable obllgatlons tu those of the 
incumbent cable providers. These obligations have resulted in public programming whlch has 
been a benofi; to all. 

Preserve Local Authority and Leave No Sonstltuent Behind. Local rlghts-of-way 
management authority 16 needed to ensure public safety and efficient use of the rlghts-o?-uuay. 
Local cvorslght In cable has resulted in ALL citlzens. regardless of economic status, being 
served. Telephone companies are promoling statutory changes that would alluw them to ciie.rry- 
pick rich conwrner6 &i!w rsdliriiny other neighborlioods. Absent local ovsrsight, 6 Texas or New 
Yorlt tiassf! corripatiy woiild determine who is inlportant and who isn't. This could result in such 
economic. uncenainty irl trie cable Industry that same residents mlght wind u p  wltiiouf any 
p r o ~ m f e r  a [  ail, let aione cornpetitim. 

The current systom works and It works well Herr'e why: - Cable irenchis€s pravide for public. eoucational snd governmental access TV, which 
provldes important inbrrriation to residents tncluding school news, public safety 
Information, pariicipatlon In city couricil meetlngs and MGTV (Michlgan C+overiment TV): 
Cabis franchises Support public infrastructure. 
Caole franchises provide cities and townstrips with just compensation for us9  sf public 
rignts-0:-way. IVlichigan d o n e  coiild lose 3100 million In direct revenues to local 
governments. The revenues are spent on right-of-ways, local public access channels. 
publlc educstiun, and public safety. With local governments struggling to make ends 
meet, any revenue cut would be painful. 
Cabis franchlses enable cusLomers to.qU1ckly and completely resolve Service Issues at 
the local level. instead of seeking relief from new Federal or Statewide agencies. 
Local government Is not an impediment to new cable entrants. Clties and townships 
prompUy grant additional franchises. Existing franchise agreements can be very quickly 
amended to slmply aad any quoililad newcomer. The fact is. however, the Twlcos have 
n?t bothered to ask. 

9 

* 

- 

1 urge you to oppose lcgislatlon that takes away any local government cable tranchlslng, 
franchlse fees and local aothorlzy. 

a 
I_- 



January 2006 EX PARTE 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
FCC 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 
FBX e m - 4 ~ - 0 2 3 2  

RE. CABLE FRANChlSE LEG!SLATION 

Dear Commissioner Adelsteln, 

I write to reauest your leadership in opooslno any l e $ > m  that undermines local aovernment's 
abilitv to protect our residents and to ensur? fair corhwtition in ceble. 

We want fair competltlon and for lllte services to be treated alike. Telephone companies 
should not be allowed to enter the cable market without comparable obligations to those of the 
Incumbent cable providers. These obligations have resulted in pubiic programming which has 
been a benefit to all. 

Preserve Local Authority and Leave No Constltuent Behind. Local rights-of-way 
management authorlty is needed to ensure public safely and afflcient use of the rights-of-way. 
Local oversight in cable has resulted in ALL citizens, ragardless of economic status, beirig 
served. Telephone companies are prornoting statutory changes that woiild allow them io iherry- 
pick rich consumur8 while redlininy otncr nsigtibortiooda. Absent local oversiyht, a Texas or New 
York based conipariy would detefniirre who is irnportanl and who isn'l. T ~ I S  could result in such 
economic uncertainty in tlis cable industry tllat some residents might wind up wlthocltsny 
provldor cr f  ail, iet elonr cornpatltior: 

The current system works and It works well, Here's why: 
0 Cable Tranchlses provide for public, educational and governmerital acccss TV, whlcn 

provides irnoortant information to residents including school news, public safsty 
information, participation In city council nieetings end MG-N (Michigan Governmenl TV)  
Cable franchises support public infrastructure. 
Cable franchises provide cities and townships with just compensation for use of public 
rights-of-way. Michlgan alone could lose $100 million in direct revenues to lucal 
governments. The revenues are spent on right-of-ways, lccai public access channels, 
public education, and public safety, With local governments siruggllng to make ends 
meet, any revenue cut would be painful 
Cable franchises enable customers to quickly and cornplatsly resolve service issues at 
the local level, instead of seeking relief from new Federal or Statewide agencies 
Local government is not an impediment to new cable entrants. Clties and townships 
prornpily grant additional lranchises. Existing franchise agreements can be very quickly 
amended to simply add any qualified newcomer. The fact is, however, the Telcos have 
riot bothered to ask. 

- 
e 

- 

I urge you to oppose laglslatlon that takes away any local government cable franchising, 
franchise fees and local authority. 


